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friendships with both the children and the won-
derful people who care for them.

Working with abused and troubled children
requires a special person, a special love, a
special faith, and a special heart. Reverend
Knecht is and was a special man.

Reverend Knecht dedicated his life to help-
ing abused and troubled children all across In-
diana. His service to God, his church, and the
needy children of Wernle Home will leave a
loving presence of acceptance and stability in
the lives of thousands of children who came to
Wernle.

So today, I would like to commend the ef-
forts of Rev. Paul Knecht. As he retires after
31 years of service, he will be missed. His life
work has touched so many people, so many
people and lives forever.

That, Mr. Speaker, is my report from Indi-
ana.
f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. JOHN E. ENSIGN
OF NEVADA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, September 30, 1997

Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. Speaker, on Monday,
September 29, I missed rollcall votes 460 and
461 due to an aircraft delay in returning to
Washington from Las Vegas. Had I been
present for these two votes, I would have
voted ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall vote 460 and ‘‘nay’’ on
rollcall vote 461.
f

1996–97 VFW VOICE OF DEMOCRACY
SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM

HON. SCOTT McINNIS
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, September 30, 1997

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the
Veterans of Foreign Wars I would like to intro-
duce the following winning script from the
Voice of Democracy Program. The winner of
the contest from the Third District of Colorado
was Tara Linton of Craig, CO.

‘‘DEMOCRACY—ABOVE AND BEYOND’’
The lyrics to ‘‘God Bless America’’ have

been permanently etched into my brain. I
can remember reciting the song over and
over in preparation for a play my entire ele-
mentary school participated in to commemo-
rate the two hundredth anniversary of the
United States Constitution.

That play was like a welcome mat to the
future for me. Not only did it introduce me
to the exciting and rewarding world of the
theatre, but it brought me closer to some-
thing else—democracy. The play retraced the
path of democracy from America’s past to its
present. I thank my lucky stars that I had
the chance to participate because, until
then, I had no idea how democracy had gone
above and beyond, shaping our country and
its people. And now, nine years after singing
about the ‘‘land that I love,’’ I am proud to
speak out on behalf of democracy.

Today’s ‘‘performance,’’ if you will, is di-
vided into two acts. In act one we will see
how democracy is responsible for the Amer-
ican Dream. And act two will focus on the
contributions we all make to keep democ-
racy rising above and beyond.

The curtain opens, and the American
Dream is exposed. What we see is a plethora

of people, every American who has ever lived
or will live. They represent democracy’s
past, present, and future, how it has changed
and how it has stayed the same.

But one thing stands out more than any-
thing else. We can’t see it or touch it or in-
terpret it with any of the five senses. It is
deeper and more powerful than any sensa-
tion. It is a sense of love, patriotism, and
gratitude rolled into one.

You see, nobody had to sit down and decide
that the people of the future deserved a bet-
ter life. But somebody did. A lot of
somebodies, in fact, including the likes of
George Washington, Thomas Jefferson, and
Benjamin Franklin. The result of their de-
sire to improve the world is what genera-
tions of Americans have experienced—the
original American Dream. We have the op-
portunity to live in the society our fore-
fathers only dreamed about.

It’s as if we are all actors fortunate enough
to have starring roles in the manuscript our
founders began to write even before the for-
mation of the Union.

Washington, Jefferson, and Franklin. Their
masterpiece wasn’t the Declaration of Inde-
pendence, nor was it the Constitution; their
masterpiece is us.

This draws the curtain on act one and
leads us to act two: just how we Americans
send democracy above and beyond.

With every effort at getting involved, the
driving force behind democracy gets strong-
er. And we’re encouraged to get involved at
an early age. Many schoolchildren are di-
rectly exposed to democracy the moment
they enter the school with the recitation of
the Pledge of Allegiance. With education
playing a major role in democracy’s success,
the emphasis on saying the Pledge at school
is a giant stepping stone for children to be-
come familiar with the system.

But it only just begins in childhood. As we
grow older we begin to make choices for our-
selves and our country. Nearly every man
and woman involved in the armed services
does so for the preservation of democracy.

And all registered voters have the say in
what the future should entail when they cast
their ballots.

Why do Americans try so hard to keep de-
mocracy strong and prominent? Well, it all
goes back to what we saw in act one. We
came from a long line of people who truly
care. Though democracy in America has
faced a number of changes, one thing doesn’t
change: we care. About the past, the present,
and the future.

The curtain has fallen over act two, but
the performance isn’t quite finished.

An actor knows that the hours spent
memorizing, rehearsing and performing have
been well worth the effort when the final
curtain drops, and the audience, left in a
state of wonder, fulfillment, and satisfac-
tion, reacts with generous and sincere ap-
plause.

Will the manuscript our forefathers began
writing hundreds of years ago ever come to a
conclusion? We may never know. Like nearly
all things, democracy will continue to grow
and evolve—to go above and beyond. With
every new life exposed to its benefits, democ-
racy enters for an encore performance, sure
to be even more spectacular than ever be-
fore.

And now, as the performance comes to a
close, we should all take time to remember
what democracy means to us. From the
mountains, to the prairies, to the oceans, we
stand beside her and guide her. America—the
land that we love.

EXTENSION OF CONGRATULATIONS
TO TUSKEGEE UNIVERSITY

HON. BOB RILEY
OF ALABAMA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, September 30, 1997

Mr. RILEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to ex-
tend my congratulations to Tuskegee Univer-
sity for being named second in the Nation for
the number of black graduating engineers.

I always love to hear about institutions of
higher learning making good use of their re-
sources. By using different programs at the
university, the school helps to advance its stu-
dents’ futures. One program is the Research
Apprenticeship for Disadvantaged High
Schoolers [RADHS], which is implemented
during the summer of a high school student’s
junior year. Another program is the Freshman
Accelerated Start-up and Training for the Re-
tention in Engineering Curricula [FASTREC],
which is introduced at the freshman level of
college. These two programs, as well as the
familiarity between the faculty and the stu-
dents, help the University to produce fine and
outstanding engineers. Every school does it
best to help students decide what they want to
study, and to help the students achieve their
goals with whatever means possible. Fortu-
nately, Tuskegee has developed an effective
program. This program enabled 192 students
to finish their undergraduate degree in engi-
neering. Through the example of Tuskegee
University, other institutions may have a model
of a productive, resourceful, and successful
program—a program which will benefit stu-
dents, Alabama, and this Nation.
f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. HELEN CHENOWETH
OF IDAHO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, September 30, 1997

Mrs. CHENOWETH. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day, September 29, 1997, I was unavoidably
detained and missed rollcall votes 460 and
464. Had I been here, I would have voted
‘‘nay’’ on rollcall No. 460 and ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall
No. 464.
f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. MARK FOLEY
OF FLORIDA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, September 30, 1997

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall Nos.
462, 463, and 464, I was unavoidably de-
tained. Had I been present, I would have
voted ‘‘aye.’’
f

A TRAGIC LOSS IN BOISE, ID

HON. MICHAEL D. CRAPO
OF IDAHO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, September 30, 1997

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. Speaker, earlier this
month, a tragic but common event in many
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U.S. cities came for the first time to the capital
of Idaho, Boise. A police officer was killed in
the line of duty—the first officer ever killed
during the 100 years of operation for the Boise
Police Department. The incident resulted from
an altercation between two suspects, who
were also killed in the confrontation with offi-
cers. Mark Stall was killed on early Saturday
morning when he and another officer pulled
over a vehicle for a traffic violation. The result
was a shoot-out between two suspects and
police officer. Another officer, Ron Winegar,
was injured during the confrontation and re-
mains hospitalized.

Officer Stall was a remarkable young man,
one driven to a career in law enforcement
from a dangerous encounter during his teen-
age years, when he and another young man
were abducted and threatened at gunpoint.
Boise benefited tremendously through his 3
years of service on the Boise Police Force. He
leaves behind a wife and two young daughters
and a community attempting to cope with a
traumatic loss of one of those entrusted to
protect and serve.

On Wednesday, businesses in Boise closed
and flags flew at half-staff as Boise police, for
the first time, buried one of their own. A news-
paper columnist in Boise declared that Boise
lost ‘‘its innocence with the death’’ of Officer
Stall. That may be true—it is a tragic cir-
cumstance, one that has been repeated far
too often throughout our country. We should
all reflect on the loss experienced by those in
Boise and how our communities can once
again become safe havens for our families.
f

A TRIBUTE TO JESSICA KOZLOV

HON. JIM SAXTON
OF NEW JERSEY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, September 30, 1997

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, recently a
friend, a proud father, sent me an article his
daughter authored. It seems to me that Jes-
sica Kozlov, editor of Duke University’s, the
Chronicle, clearly articulates important and
deep thoughts that are part of her developing
being. I’d like to share them for the record.

[From the Chronicle, Sept. 16, 1997]
HOUSEWIVES PLACE IN SOCIETY MINIMIZED BY

FEMINIST MOVEMENT

(By Jessica Kozlov)
June Cleaver is as anachronistic in the ’90s

as Peg Bundy would have been in the ’50s.
It is because feminism has begun to dictate

those accomplishments of a woman that can
be deemed ‘‘merit-worthy’’—and June Cleav-
er no longer fits that model? Or is it because
women have become so obsessively wrapped
up in breaking the glass ceiling that they
have forgotten she ever existed?

In a society that encourages women to be
men in the workplace and mere nannies in
the home, the triumphs and rewards of being
a ‘‘house mom’’ have been overshadowed by
the honor of being the division president of a
company or by the esteem earned from
climbing the corporate ladder. I am an
anachronism in my own society, but only be-
cause of my mother: She was June Cleaver,
and the only one in my neighborhood.

My family could be considered an atypical
nuclear family: two parents, two children
and a German shepherd named Abigail. All
under one roof.

Dad went to work every day. Mom stayed
home, packed our lunch and waited for the

school nurse to call with an update of my
newest illness. She was always there to re-
trieve me, teary eyed, from the school office-
and because of that, I am different.

I came from a town where au pairs were
the norm and housemoms a foreign concept.
I remember afternoons at my friends’ homes,
eating after-school snacks served by baby-
sitters who didn’t speak English and cared
only about their boyfriends back home in
Italy or France.

My mother put her career on hiatus when
I was born—a 21-year hiatus, and counting.
The most important thing to her was raising
her children, and for her, it was a full-time
job. The result: My friends wanted to be ca-
reer women when they grew up, and I just
wanted to be Miss Piggy.

But 21 years have passed since my mom
made that decision, and society is different.
My mother was a product of the June Cleav-
er era, but my generation is the product of
an era that began with ‘‘Working Girl’’ and
has yet to peak.

Our society no longer admires the woman
who chooses her family over her career.
Feminism’s quest to shatter the glass ceiling
began as a valiant, admirable effort—and it
has almost achieved its tangible goal. But in
its path it has left a track of shattered val-
ues, misdirected esteem and latch-key chil-
dren. The feminist movement has taken
great strides in the past few decades: An in-
creasing number of women are playing major
roles in today’s corporate world, and we are
rapidly achieving a ‘‘genderless’’ workplace.
Women themselves have completed a 180-de-
gree rotation-from the homemaker to the
working girl. That which we respect and
strive for as women—and as society as a
whole—has also completed that rotation.

In changing the perspective from which we
define our values, we have changed our ac-
complishments to parallel those values. In
other words, because a powerful movement
valued gender equality in the workplace,
women strive to achieve that equality.

Undermining the importance of gender
equality is not my intention. Indeed, women
have come a long way and should strive to
maintain the gain already earned. But we
must not lose sight of—or minimize—the re-
ward we once experienced, be it personal or
external, from raising our own children. The
success that accompanies raising a child—in
the eyes of many members of society—is no
longer equivalent to the success that accom-
panies climbing the corporate ladder.

Now here we are at the third-ranked school
in the nation, attending class after class.
And for the first time, maybe learning just
how much we don’t know. We are here be-
cause we strive for the best—to be the best
and to do the best. And we are immersed in
an environment that fosters those inten-
tions.

As I sit here in The Chronicle office enjoy-
ing the end of one of my many 18-hour days,
I realize I have the genes of the quintessen-
tial workaholic.

Not long from now I will once again ask
myself what I want to be when I grow up—
and the answer will be much more difficult
than it was in the days when Miss Piggy was
my hero. A career is certainly a priority, and
it is to that end that I have been trained to
think.

Logically, I know I would appreciate the
opportunity to stay home with my chil-
dren—to raise children who will have the
benefit of a childhood experience similar to
mine and to promote their ability to grow up
and contribute to the wealth of knowledge
and the pool of successful individuals; to put
down the reins of this parade of all-nighters
and end the days endured on pure adrenaline
highs.

I hope in today’s society, in which the
working woman is valued over the home-

maker, I’ll have the courage to follow my
values as I have defined them and not follow
what society has proscribed for me, just as
my mother would have done.

f

SETTING THE RECORD STRAIGHT:
THE NORTHERN MARIANA IS-
LANDS

HON. DANA ROHRABACHER
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, September 30, 1997

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker,
Wednesday evening, my colleague from Cali-
fornia, Mr. MILLER, resumed his nonstop, politi-
cally driven attack on the government and
people of the Commonwealth of the Northern
Mariana Islands. The gentleman’s remarks
and accusations, along with those of Mrs.
MINK and Ms. DELAURO are simply untrue and
need to be corrected and clarified.

I respect and agree with their position that
more Federal resources and efforts need to be
directed to the Northern Mariana Islands to
enforce the laws of which the Federal Govern-
ment has jurisdiction. However, I believe their
unwarranted attacks on the CNMI were mis-
directed, especially upon examination of the
Federal law enforcement presence on the is-
lands. In addition, I do not agree with their so-
lution to increase the Federal law enforcement
presence in the CNMI. When one takes into
consideration that there are only two assistant
U.S. attorneys on the islands—not to mention
the fact that there is no U.S. attorney sta-
tioned on the islands—using American tax-
payer dollars to increase funding for the Fed-
eral Victims’ Assistance Program, as Mr. MIL-
LER and Mrs. MINK proposed, is bad public
policy.

The Northern Mariana Islands, with very few
exceptions, is governed by the laws of the
United States of America. Both the U.S. citi-
zens on the islands and the guest worker pop-
ulation reside under the protection of the U.S.
flag and its Federal laws. For these reasons,
the people of the Northern Mariana Islands
willingly entered into a unique covenant with
the United States in 1976. The people over-
whelmingly voted to accept their self-govern-
ment status, along with the responsibilities of
being part of the American family. I am here
to tell you that the CNMI Government and its
people are living up to their responsibilities—
they have established a self-reliant economy
enabling the local government to fund its own
operations without the assistance of Federal
dollars through free enterprise; enforcement of
local labor and immigration laws in the last 5
years has improved significantly and are con-
tinuing to be addressed stringently today; and
the CNMI is promoting democratic values in
Southeast Asia, where the American way of
doing things is beginning to become the norm.

Unfortunately, the Federal Government is
not fully living up to their Federal law enforce-
ment responsibilities in the Northern Mariana
Islands. The CNMI does not have authority to
enforce U.S. laws. Enforcement of U.S. laws
in the Commonwealth is the sole responsibility
of the Federal Government. It is disingenuous
for my colleagues to assert that the CNMI
Government is not enforcing its local labor
laws when the vast majority of alleged viola-
tions—nearly 90 percent—of labor laws in the
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